It is a convention in tachistoscopic visual half field (VHF) studies to detail the hand preference of the subjects. This is because most authors assume hand preference has a substantial effect on the probability of finding the expected VHF asymmetry. So, unless handedness is a factor of interest, it is a common practice to see the phrase "all subjects were right-handed" in the method section. The assumption that left-handers return less consistent VHF asymmetries than right-handers is based on clinical studies, in which it was demonstrated that lefthanded patients have less chances of language problems after injury of the left cerebral hemisphere (e.g., Bryden, Hecaen and OeAgostini, 1983; see also the findings with invasive tests;, e.g., Loring et al., 1990).
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However, the belief of considerable handedness effects on VHF asymmetries in tachistoscopic laterality tasks has not yet been validated by a straight evaluation of the relevant literature. The only thorough review of handedness effects on behavioral laterality indices was confined to dichotic listening (Bryden, 1988a) . In that article, Bryden concluded that across studies 81 % of the righthanders showed the expected right-ear advantage for verbal stimuli, whereas this was only true for 64% of the left-handers. Assuming an 85% rate of correct classification, Bryden argued that these figures were in line with those from clinical studies. It is, however, not clear to what extent Bryden's review can be extrapolated to VHF studies, as it has repeatedly been shown that VHF superiorities in tachistoscopic tasks are not highly correlated with ear advantages in dichotic listening tasks (e.g., Oagenbach, 1986; Eling, 1983; Hellige, Bloch and Taylor, 1988; Nestor and Safer, 1990; Wexler and King, 1990) .
To get a better idea of the impact of hand preference on VHF asymmetries, all the issues of Neuropsychologia between 1980 and 1992 and Cortex between 1985 and 1992 2 were reexamined to look for articles in which right-handed and left-handed subjects had been tested, even though the handedness effect was not the main aim of the study. This procedure was preferred to a search with Psych lit for articles that primarily investigated handedness effects, because it is well known that the latter search leads to a biased estimate (journals have a preference not to publish articles in which the major null-hypothesis can not be
